INSTINCT, INTELLIGENCE AND CHARACTER

If the purpose of the examination is to select a smaller-
than-half group of the cleverer students, then the examiner
would be justified in making the questions difficult and
producing a skew distribution, with the poorer candidates
jammed together among the low marks, but the better
candidates well spread. Such is the case in the following
examination which was to select children for scholarships:

Harks
	0-0
	10-19
	20-29
	30-39
	40*49

Numbers
	2,576
	2,605
	2,371
	2,027
	1,674


	
	
	
	
	

Marks
	50-59
	60-69
	70-79
	80-89
	90-100

Numbers
	1,137
	581
	199
	49
	1

If, on the other hand, the purpose were to select a small
group of the least able, the examination should be easy,
and the statistics skewed the other way, with a weD-spread
tail towards the low end.

If for any purpose it is desirable to divide a group up
into subgroups of approximately equal size, say three
subgroups, a best, a median, and a worst, then it is clear
from the above curves and tables that the median group
will be much more homogeneous than either of the extreme
groups. Even if we make the median group a good deal
larger it will still be a more homogeneous group. As an
example take the 2,710 children whose intelligence quotients
are given on page 173. Let us make the two divisions at
90 and 110. Then the numbers are :

Lowest group      805, ranging from    90 to below 60, range over 30

Median group   1}240
Highest group     685

2,710

91 to 110, range 20
111 to over 140, range over 30 *

It was, In fact, 63.
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